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PRE- APPEAL BRIE F 

Dear Sir or Madam; 

\v presenl application, ciaitn i has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 5 i 02(b) as being 
anticipated bv U.S. Patent No. 5,760,760 to Helms. Applicant respectfully submits that the 
rejection is improper since Helms clearly fails to disclose the elements recited in claim I and as 
such, a prima facie case of anticipation has not been established. 



ASiorncv Docket; JP92G000I S4US1/5M0P 

Claim i recites- "an ew.luatoi for detecting a featuie of a certain window J^plau-O on a 
screen oi a display um? Hutiettt 14 in Holms has been eiicd a^ d^c^sing tin "Vyalfiatet" 
recited in claim 1 . 

Ih his, howe\u. only states, thai the 1 l p hot.nl e tec foi or liylit ^envti 14 Ik-| tot 
devoting a lewl of ami -lent h^ht d irected tow aid iho front of the LCD \2 aim im ecneranni; 
signal-? indicative oi same" (c->! i, lus i 7-" 1 1* (emphasis aoded) fhus el-mont -4 in Helms is 
not "ft_u detecting a feature of a certain window displayed on a sctt.cn of a display unit," and as 
such, cannot b*: < t nsifuod a-' disclosing the '"evuluaior " recited in claim 1 (emphasis added) 

hubiu\ as ciefulx p hown in Flutes ] and 4 of Helms, photodcucior huhi scn^oi 14 
cannot pvtssibK detect anytime displayed on a sckvii smce if is jtHi^traiod a,-> heme, abme I CD 
12 and posuime awas f:om the honl oi \A D '2, not towards it Therefore, clement 14 cannot bo 
"an aatoaiui foi detecting a fcaiiuv of a cenatn wndO'V displayed on a \ctoen u r a display unr," 
as recited m claim i . 

Mmco\ct, the goal ot Helms so '\uuomatioaH> [adjust] the bnjjHness level of an LCD 
b is ce on the amhiaw irgl ung . o n J mens ot the em nonmctst n winch ihe U D is <icri- opt loUO"" 
icol 2. his 0- L) ) {crophasss added) \\ heicas, claim 1 rccuco "a display eonttoHer foi cerueUny 
the butdmioss of said >cseen of said display unit acuadnr, t o s aid Mature of <i,ni windo w, 
detected hv said caUfdiiV (emphasis added) Hence, while Helms is directed towards adjusting 
screen micjvness based on IfgntmL' conditions evtcuual to the screen, claim 1 is duvcicd tow t ids? 
adjus mi' .sejecrj bughmcss based on what n disp^iyed on the screen 
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Accordingly, applicant respectfully submits that Helms clearly talis to disclose 
dements recited in. claim I and as such, the rejection is improper since a prima facie cas 
<aj{inpahoti has not been established. 

CONCLUSION 

On tj, c bdsj? of the above rem.uU, icconMck-r.u:on .od jllowjnco of iho chum 
beheW to be wumiuted and such action k* lesptcuuih icq-jested 

Respectful ly subm i 11 cd, 
S'WWrR I AW (ikOf 'P 1 1 P 

Dated: March 28. 2 006 _ * _ 

Fnn C . Mm j.' 
Attorney for Applicant^} 
Reg No 4'\ v< r 
('0^)475-1440 



